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lieve by the Sudg- 
ment of Another; than Ican See with Ano- 
ther Mans Eyes. But as a man that has 
better Eyes than I have, may Help me to 
See my way the better ; So may not my 
Judgment be Improv’d by the better Judgment 
of Another? And is not the Sadgment of the 
Cowreh moft to be Regarded in Matters of 
Faith or of Religion? 

Rehearfal. Yes, Country-man, {told you that 
the Church was the Great Evidence of the 
Faith, and fo the Pillar of it. And in Lef- 
fer Matters her Authority too may Inter- 
pofe. 

(2-) Country-m: Let me bring this to a 
Particular Inftance. Tho’ the Authority of 
the Holy Scriptures cannot Depend upon 
the Authority of the Church, as you have In- 
ftrudted me ; Yet as to the Canon of the 
Scripture, and which Books are Canonical or 
not, muft we not Receive that from the 
Authority of the Church? For you know ther 


Country-m. Methinks this fhou’d be Deci- 
ded by the Church of the Jews. For the Old 
Teftament was their Scripture. And we Re- 
celv’d it from them. 

Rehearf. And they never Receiv’d the 
Apocryphal Books into the Canon of their 
Scriptures, nor do at this Day. So that their 
Evidence is againft the Church of Rome in 
this Matter. 

Country-m. And what other Evidence She 
can have, of things done before her Time, 
is hard for me to Imagin. But, Aafter, 
were thefe Apocryphal Books always Receiv’d 
in the Church of Rome as Canonical ? 


(3.) Rebear{- No, Country-man, for St. Fe- 
rom in h’s Prologus Galeatus, and his Prefa- 
ces to feveral Books of the Bible, do’s Exe 
prefsly Name all the Apocryphal Books, and 





Exclude them from being Canonical, he fays, 
That tho’ the Church do’s Read them, as Good 
and Holy Books, and Containing many Ex- 
cellent Preceprs of Morality, yet that She 
does not Receive them into the Canon of 





is a Great Difpute betwixt the Charch of 
Rome and Us about this, We Denying the 
Apocryphal Books to be Canonical, and they 
Affirming it. 

Rehearf. lf they had Difputed any of the 
Books of the New-Teftament with Us, they 
might have had more to Say. But all thofe 
Books we call Apocrypha being Sewifh Books, 
and put into the Canon of the Old-Teftament 
by the Church of Rome, Expofes her Pretence 
very Much, for do’s her 4uthority reach 


the Holy Scriptures, or think them Sufficient 
to have any Dorin of Faith prov’d by 
them. 

Country-m, But will the Papiffs abide by 
the Teftimony of St. Ferom in this Cafe ? 


(4.) Rebearf. 1 fee not how they can Re- 
fufe it. For his Prologus Galeatus and thefe 
Prefaces are Printed at Rome and Every where 
in all the Popifh Cowntries, and Prefix’d to 
their Vulgar Latin Bibles, which are of the 





Backward, and Extend to the Church of the 
J-ws, wefoie Curift came into the World? 


Higheft Authority with them. I never fee 
any of them that wanted it. 
Conntry-m- 


































Country-m. Then indeed I fee not how 
they can get over it. And thefe Prefaces 
are a flat Contradiftion to their Bible. And 
yet by being thus Prefix’d to it, feems to 
have likewife their Authority. 

Rebearf. And they cou’d not well deny 
letting St. Jerom have all’ this Couutenance 
from them, not only from the great Exs- 
nence of that Holy Father, but becaufe he 
had Tranflated the Bible into Latin, and 
their Vulgar Latin is Chiefly taken from 
this Tranflation of St. Serom. And thefe 
were the Prefaces he had Prefixt to it. 

Country-m. And can any think that fo 
Learned a Man as St. Ferom, and who par- 
ticularly had taken fuch Pains in she Holy 
Scriptures, did not know them, and that 
Canon of them which was then Receiv’d 
in the Church? But when was that? Ada- 


frer. 


(5+) Rebearf. St: Ferem liv’d in the Fifth 
Century. So that. we may be affur’d the 
Apocryphal Books were not Receiv’d into the 
Canon at that Time. But as to this whole 
matter, how the Apocrypbal Books came at 
laft to be put into the Canon by the Church 
of Rome, what Oppofition was made to it, 
and the Current Senfe of the Fathers con- 
cerning it, I refer you to an Englifh Book, 
you will Read with great Pleafure, and 
which has not yet been Anfwer’d by any 
of the Church of Rome that I know of, 
that is, Bifhop Cofin’s Hiftory of the Canon 
of the Holy Scriptures. 


(6.) But now for the prefent, I will 
leave it to you to Judge, whether the Holy 
Ghoft cou’d utter fuch an Excufe as this 
for the Weakne/s of his Performance, which 
you will find 2 Maccabees, XV. 38, And here 
I will make an End. And if 1 have done 
well, and as is fitting the Story, st is that 
which I defir’d: But if flenderly and meanly, 
it is that which I could attain unto. 

Country-m. What! God to make an Ex- 
cafe as it His doing was but Slenderly and 
Meanly, and to fay it was the beft he cou’d 
Attain unto! It feems Blafphemous to me 
to afcribe fuch words to the Diétate of 
the Holy Ghoft! Nor coud the Man who 
wrote them think himfelf Jn/fpir’d by 
God. 
But, Adaffer, why are thefe Apocryphal 
Books Read. in our Charch; fince fhe do’s 
not Receive them iato the Canon ? 


(7-) Rebearf’ 1 told you from St. Ferom, 
That the Church did Read them for /n- 
firuition, tho’ not for Proving any Article 
of Faith And we Read: but fome of them. 
None of the Afaccabees is Read in our 
Church. 

Country-m, But why fhou’d any of them 
be Read as Leffons, and Part of the Divene | 
Service? In the Exbortation before the Be- | 
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ginning of Morning and Evening Pr 
Hearing of God's Holy Word, is menviod” 
Part of that *Worfhip we owe to Ae 
And then to hear the Apocrypha Read which 
we do not own to be His Word! However 
otherwife Inftruttive or Commendable yet it 
cannot be call’d any Part of Bis Worf 
Rehearf. For this Reafon, all the Lifon 
out of the Apocrypha are left out in the 
Common--Prayer Book, appointed for the 
Church of Scotland, commonly cali’ 
Bifhop Laud’s Common Prayer Book, bécaute he 
is fuppos’d to have had a Hand in the 
Compiling it. A fire mark that he was 
Popifbly inclin’d! And indeed, in. many Re. 
fpeds, it is Better and more Primitive than 
ours, which makes the Diffenters more. Ap. 
gry with it than with ours. 


(8.) Country-m. But now, Mafter, | have 
a Queftion to ask concerning the Canop of 
the New-Teftament. 1 have heard thay ig 
the Primitive times, ther were falfe Gofpeds 
put out by the Hereticks, and falle Epijties 
Coyn’d by them, as Epiftles of the Apofles, 
Now fuppofe the Tre and the Fale to 
lie together upon a Table and jumbl’d to. 
gether, how fhou’d they Know the True 
from the Fife? And muft not the Ah. 
rity of the Church be here Appeal’d to? 

Rehear{. No, Country-man, only the Evie 
dence of the Church. The Churches carefully 
kept the Go/pels and piffles which were 
Given or fent to them by the Apofles, 
And tranfmitted Copies of them ‘to the o. 
ther Churches. By which means they were 
Publickly and generally known, and: the 0- 
riginals were to be Recurr’d to upon occas 
fion. And by this means the Fathers ig 
| thofe times Confuted the Hereticks, by Chal- 
lenging them to Produce the Originals of 
thofe Epiffles and Go/pels they fet. up, where 
kept, and to what Churches they were fent. 
But the Notion of an Heap of Papers up 
on a Table, is Mifs-Stating the Qusftion, 
and is us’d by the Papiffs to lead us to 
the Skil and duthority, inftead of the Evi- 
dence of the Charch, to Adjuft the Canon of 
the Scriptures. 
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